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15.002 Types of negotiated acquisition.

(a) Sole source acquisitions. When con-
tracting in a sole source environment,
the request for proposals (RFP) should
be tailored to remove unnecessary in-
formation and requirements; e.g., eval-
uation criteria and voluminous pro-
posal preparation instructions.

(b) Competitive acquisitions. When con-
tracting in a competitive environment,
the procedures of this part are intended
to minimize the complexity of the so-
licitation, the evaluation, and the
source selection decision, while main-
taining a process designed to foster an
impartial and comprehensive evalua-
tion of offerors’ proposals, leading to
selection of the proposal representing
the best value to the Government (see
2.101).

Subpart 15.1—Source Selection
Processes and Techniques

15.100 Scope of subpart.

This subpart describes some of the
acquisition processes and techniques
that may be used to design competitive
acquisition strategies suitable for the
specific circumstances of the acquisi-
tion.

15.101 Best value continuum.

An agency can obtain best value in
negotiated acquisitions by using any
one or a combination of source selec-
tion approaches. In different types of
acquisitions, the relative importance
of cost or price may vary. For example,
in acquisitions where the requirement
is clearly definable and the risk of un-
successful contract performance is
minimal, cost or price may play a dom-
inant role in source selection. The less
definitive the requirement, the more
development work required, or the
greater the performance risk, the more
technical or past performance consid-
erations may play a dominant role in
source selection.

15.101-1 Tradeoff process.

(a) A tradeoff process is appropriate
when it may be in the best interest of
the Government to consider award to
other than the lowest priced offeror or
other than the highest technically
rated offeror.

15.101-2

(b) When using a tradeoff process, the
following apply:

(1) All evaluation factors and signifi-
cant subfactors that will affect con-
tract award and their relative impor-
tance shall be clearly stated in the so-
licitation; and

(2) The solicitation shall state wheth-
er all evaluation factors other than
cost or price, when combined, are sig-
nificantly more important than, ap-
proximately equal to, or significantly
less important than cost or price.

(c) This process permits tradeoffs
among cost or price and non-cost fac-
tors and allows the Government to ac-
cept other than the lowest priced pro-
posal. The perceived benefits of the
higher priced proposal shall merit the
additional cost, and the rationale for
tradeoffs must be documented in the
file in accordance with 15.406.

15.101-2 Lowest price technically ac-
ceptable source selection process.

(a) The lowest price technically ac-
ceptable source selection process is ap-
propriate when best value is expected
to result from selection of the tech-
nically acceptable proposal with the
lowest evaluated price.

(b) When using the lowest price tech-
nically acceptable process, the fol-
lowing apply:

(1) The evaluation factors and signifi-
cant subfactors that establish the re-
quirements of acceptability shall be set
forth in the solicitation. Solicitations
shall specify that award will be made
on the basis of the lowest evaluated
price of proposals meeting or exceeding
the acceptability standards for non-
cost factors. If the contracting officer
documents the file pursuant to
15.304(c)(3)(iv), past performance need
not be an evaluation factor in lowest
price technically acceptable source se-
lections. If the contracting officer
elects to consider past performance as
an evaluation factor, it shall be evalu-
ated in accordance with 15.305. How-
ever, the comparative assessment in
15.305(a)(2)(i) does not apply. If the con-
tracting officer determines that a
small business’ past performance is not
acceptable, the matter shall be referred
to the Small Business Administration
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